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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION III 

1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania  19103-2029 

 
     December 10, 2007 
 
Mr. John Simkins 
Environmental Protection Specialist 
Federal Highway Administration 
400 North 8th Street 
Richmond, Virginia 23240-0249  
 
 Subject:  Harrisonburg Southeast Connector Final Environmental Impact Statement  
CEQ # 20070464 
 

In accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of 
the Clean Air Act, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) offers the following comments 
regarding the Harrisonburg Southeast Connector Study Final Environmental Impact Statement 
(FEIS) located in the city of Harrisonburg and Rockingham County, Virginia.  The DEIS was 
prepared by the Virginia Department of Transportation (VDOT) and the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA).  Based on the response to our May 24, 2006 comments and our review, 
the FEIS adequately addressed our concerns and the following comments are suggested for your 
consideration.   

 
We appreciate that the FEIS was developed in a condensed format, however some 

additional information could have been provided in the document in order to provide the reader a 
complete overview of the project and its impacts on the human environment, especially in the 
description of the preferred alternative that relates back to information contained the Draft EIS.  
See the comment from Page 2-2 below. 
 

Page 1-1 states that since completion of the DEIS, the county has revised its 
Comprehensive Plan such that a smaller portion of the study area is now designated for future 
development and the urban growth boundary was shifted closer to the City of Harrisonburg.  It is 
unclear if the traffic studies and projections were revised based on this new information.  
Although the FEIS concludes that travel demand is still expected to grow the FEIS does not 
quantify the difference in the growth estimates that were described in the draft and changed in 
the final.   
 
 Page 2-2 describes the Preferred Alternative, a combination of CBA4 and CBA 1 
Modified.  The DEIS did not designate a Preferred Alternative.  The FEIS describes CBA1 
Modified and refers the reader to the DEIS for the description of CBA 4.  It would be helpful to 
include a complete description of the entire Preferred Alternative for the reader to evaluate the 
alternative and its impacts.  
 

Page 4-9 states that the Preferred Alternative would impact less than one acre of  
 



wetlands, but should also describe the specific type of wetlands and sizes.  The type of impact 
should also be described.  
 

Page 4-11 describes the activities to date for the investigation of the loggerhead shrike 
habitat assessment, however makes no mention of any avoidance, minimization, or mitigation 
efforts that will be undertaken if the species may be impacted.  The document could indicate that 
the project team will continue coordination with the Virginia Department of Game and Inland 
Fisheries.  
 

The project team should continue coordination with the appropriate parties regarding any 
historic and environmental resource impacts and avoidance, minimization, and mitigation issues.  
  
 Thank you for providing EPA with the opportunity to review this project.  Should you 
have any questions or comments about our comments please contact Barbara Okorn at (215) 
814-3330.  
 
 
       Sincerely, 

 
       William Arguto 
       NEPA Team Leader 
       Environmental Programs Branch 
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